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1.1 Purpose of the College Park Redistricting Commission

The Redistricting Commission was established by the City of College Park to review the 2020 Census and

other data and determine whether it requires the reapportionment of the City of College Park’s council

districts. The City of College Park is comprised of four council districts. Each district elects two City

Council Members. Resolution 22-R-04, which can be viewed in Appendix A, established the 2022 College

Park Redistricting Commission. Members of the Redistricting Commission were appointed by the Mayor of

College Park and city council members.

Members of the 2022 Redistricting Commission

Robert Daya,

D.W. Rowlandsb,

Jordan Dewarb,

Betty Colonomos,

Val Graham,

Alan Hew,

John Krouse,

Delmar Nelson,

Nathan Rickard,

Marilyn Yang, and

Fritz Leopold

a: Commission Chair

b:Commission Vice Chair

Established on February 22nd, 2022
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2.1 Redistricting Commission Charge

The Redistricting Commission was established by Resolution 22-R-04 (Appendix A) on February 22nd, 2022.

The Redistricting Commission received its charge from the College Park City Council on April 26th, 2022.

The charge directed the Redistricting Commission to review the combination of population and actual voters

(defined as those who had voted in the last city or state election), referred to in this report as the ”criterion”

and determine if reapportionment is necessary. Should reapportionment be found to be necessary, the

Redistricting Commission was charged with providing the Council with at least three maps to be considered,

consisting of four district with two council members representing each district. In the creation of these maps,

the Commission was tasked with balancing both the criterion and population numbers in accordance with

the Commission Charge and U.S. law. In addition, the Commission was charged with holding at least two

public hearings to receive information and views from the public.
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3.1 Current District Population and Voters Using 2020 Census

The first task of the Redistricting Commission was to determine if reapportionment was necessary. To

do this, the Commission reviewed the current distribution of population and actual voters across College

Park’s four districts. This was to determine if the difference between the actual distribution of population or

population plus actual voters (criterion) and the ideal distribution of population and criterion exceeded 5%.

5% is considered to be the maximum deviation allowed by law in the United States for district apportionment

to be seen as equitable. Population was determined using the 2020 Census and voters were determined using

city data on voters in the last city and state elections.

Table 3.1 shows the current district population and voters for each of College Park’s four districts. The

district statistics are comprised of the district’s population, the number of active voters in the district, and

the ”criterion”, defined as population and voters added together. The percentages in parenthesis demonstrate

the deviation from the ideal district size. Figure 3.1 shows the map of the current districts as per the 2010

redistricting.

Population Voters Criterion

District 1 8,565 (-7%) 3,028 (+68%) 11,593 (+5%)

District 2 9,841 (+7%) 1,354 (-25%) 11,195 (+1%)

District 3 8,711 (-6%) 1,592 (-12%) 10,303 (-7%)

District 4 9,790 (+6%) 1,255 (-31%) 11,405 (+0%)

Ideal District 9,227 1,807 11,034

Table 3.1: Population and Voters of Current District Boundaries Without New Construction

As shown in table 3.1, the City of College Park requires redistricting due to the large deviations from

ideal district in both population and actual voters. This is without the consideration of new developments

under construction, which will add thousands of new residents. These are considered in table 3.2.
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Figure 3.1: Map of 2010 Districts
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